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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -24 are pending in the application. 

2. To insure proper consideration and to the extent required by 37 CFR 1 .56, applicant is 
required to update the information hereby incorporated by reference (e.g. including the patent 
numbers of parent applications 09/141,664, titled "Pluggable Resource Scheduling Policies" and 
09/141,666, titled "Resource Scheduler" in the specification, pg. 1). 

3. Priority is claimed as a continuation-in-part pursuant to 35 U.S.C. § 120. The examiner 
acknowledges the priority claim and notes that only claims in a continuation-in-part application 
that is directed solely to subject matter adequately disclosed in the parent non-provisional 
application is entitled to the benefit of the filing date of the parent non-provisional application 
(MPEP§ 201.11, section VI). 

4. As to independent claims 1 and 9, examiner is unable to find proper disclosure of the 
limitations in the parent non-provisional application (i.e. quiescing resource consumer activity, 
preventing new activity, continuing already-running activity). Therefore, the above claims are 
rejected based on filing date 9/27/01. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 
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The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 2, 10, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

a. The following claim language is indefinite: 

i. As per claim 2, it is uncertain whether "a first resource consumer" in line 
2 refers to "a first resource consumer" in claim 1, line 3 (i.e. if they are the same 
then "said" or "the" should be used and "the first resource consumer" must be 
used throughout all the claims). 

ii. As per claims 10 and 18, these claims are rejected for the same reason as 
claim 2 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

8. Claims 1 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by DeKonig 
(U.S. Patent 6,085,333). 
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9. As to claims 1 and 9, DeKonig teaches quiescing resource consumer activity in a 
computer system [col. 8, line 12], comprising: 

preventing a first resource consumer from starting new activity on the computer system 
[col. 8, lines 12-13; coL 10, lines 7-8]; and 

allowing a second resource consumer to continue already-running activity on the 
computer system [col. 8, line 13-14; col. 10, lines 8-9]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 2, 4, 10, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
DeKonig as applied to claims 1 and 9 above, in view of Harris et al (hereafter Harris) (U.S. 
Patent 6,438,704). 

12. As to claims 2 and 10, DeKonig does not specifically teach wherein an active session 
limit applicable to the resource consiuner exists. However, Harris teaches limiting a particular 
user's CPU usage to an absolute value, so that their consumption does not exceed the limit value 
[Harris, abstract; col. 2, lines 29-36; col. 4, lines 6-11; 52, Fig. 6] (Examiner is unable to find 
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proper disclosure of the following limitation, "active session limit" in the parent non-provisional 
appHcation for claim 2. Therefore, it is rejected based on the application filing date of 9/27/01). 

13. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, to have combined the teaching of DeKonig with the teaching of Harris, because the 
teaching of Harris prevent exhaustion of available resources by setting a limit for each consumer. 

14. Furthermore, DeKonig in view of Harris does not specifically teach wherein preventing a 
first resource consumer from starting new activity comprises setting the active session limit 
applicable to that resource consumer to zero. However, Harris disclosed an administrator 
specifies a user resource limit in an absolute value [Harris, abstract; col. 2, lines 29-36; col. 4, 
lines 6-11]. 

15. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, to have recognized that the absolute value associated with any user's resource limit is 
configurable by the administrator to start or stop user's activity. 

16. As to claims 4 and 12, DeKonig as modified does not specifically teach wherein the 
prevented activity is queued. However, Harris disclosed a work queue for queuing works that 
are waiting to be service by the resource [Harris, col. 6, lines 17-36; 42, Fig. 2]. In addition, it is 
well known in the art to queue un-serviced requests. 
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17. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over DeKonig as 
applied to claims 1 and 9 above, in view of Jones et al (hereafter Jones) (U.S. Patent 6,003,061). 

18. As to claim 17, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claim 1 above. In addition, 
DeKonig does not specifically teach a resource plan, the resource plan identifying a first resource 
consumer and a second resource consumer, among which a computer system resource is to be 
allocated and specifying an allocation of the resource among the first resource consumer and the 
second resource consumer, and a scheduler for allocating the resource among the first resource 
consumer and the second resource consumer according to the resource plan. 

19. However, Jones teaches a resource plan [Jones, col. 5, lines 38-52], the resource plan 
identifying a first resource consumer and a second resource consumer, among which a computer 
system resource is to be allocated and specifying an allocation of the resource among the first 
resource consumer and the second resource consumer [Jones, col. 5, line 66-col. 6, line 40], and 
a scheduler for allocating the resource among the first resource consumer and the second 
resource consumer according to the resource plan [Jones, col. 6, lines 8-17]. 

20. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made, to have combined the teaching of DeKonig with the teaching of Jones, because the 
teaching of Jones enhances the teaching of DeKonig by providing a resource managing or 
planning fiinctionality for allocating limited resources to requesting clients. 
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21. Claims 18 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
DeKonig, in view of Jones, and further in view of Harris. 

22. As to claim 18, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 2 and 17 above. It 
would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have apphed the teaching of Harris to the invention of DeKonig as modified by Jones because 
the teaching of Harris prevent exhaustion of available resources by setting a limit for each 
consumer. 

23. As to claim 20, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 4, 17 and 18 above. 

24. Claims 3, 8, 1 1, 16, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over DeKonig, in view of Jones, and further in view of Fong et al (hereafter Fong) (U.S. Patent 
6,263,359). 

25. As to claims 3 and 11, DeKonig as modified teaches a resource planner applying a policy 
to a request that grants access to a resource to an activity while denying others [Jones, col. 5, 
lines 53-65]. DeKonig as modified does not specifically teach a first group of resource 
consumers, a second group of resource consumers. However, Fong teaches requesters requesting 
resources are grouped in classes [Fong, abstract, lines 1-6; col. 2, lines 1-5; col. 14, lines 29-33; 
Fig. 1]. 
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26. It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have applied the teaching of Fong to the invention of DeKonig as modified by 
Jones because the teaching of Fong would further enhance the functionality of DeKonig as 
modified by serving consumer requests based on priority. 

27. As to claims 8 and 16, these claims are rejected for the same reason as clairh 3 above. In 
addition, DeKonig as further modified teaches the invention substantially as claimed including 
the computer system operating according to a first resource plan [DeKonig, abstract, lines 3-8; 
Jones, coL 5, lines 38-52], comprising: 

replacing the first resource plan with a second resource plan [DeKonig, abstract, lines 3- 

8]. 

28. As to claim 19, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 3 and 17 above. 

29. Claims 5-7, 13-15, and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over DeKonig, Jones, and Fong, further in view of Harris. 

30. As to claims 5 and 13, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 1-3 above. 
In addition, DeKonig as modified by Jones and Fong teaches the invention substantially as 
claimed including the first resource consumer group comprising one or more resource consumers 
[Fong, col. 4, lines 12-25]! It would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time the invention was made to have apphed the teaching of Harris to the invention of 
DeKonig as modified by Jones and Fong because the teaching of Harris prevent exhaustion of 
available resources by setting a limit for each consumer. 

31. As to claims 6 and 14, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claims 1-3 above. 

32. As to claims 7 and 15, these claims are rejected for the same reason as claim 4 above. 

33. As to claim 21, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 5 and 17 above. 

34. As to claim 22, this is a system claim that corresponds to method claim 6. Therefore, it is 
rejected for the same reason as claim 6 above. 

35. As to claim 23, this is a system claim that corresponds to method claim 7. Therefore, it 
is rejected for the same reason as claim 7 above. 

36. As to claim 24, this claim is rejected for the same reason as claims 3, 8 and 21 above. 

37. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Qing-Yuan Wu whose telephone number is (571) 272-3776. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5:00pm. 



i 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this appUcation or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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